
Recembcr 26, 1967 

Mrs. Edward E. Roberts 
26 Eddlngton Lane 
uiuingboro, BCW ~trsq 08046 

Dtar Mrs. Roberts: 

Pleaoa do not attribute the tardiness of my reply to your letter of 
Rovcmbcr 1 to lack of appreciation for your thoughtful remarks. To bc 
perfectly frank with you, I was rather startled to be faultcd with a 
"masculine" point of view when it wa# exactly this that I have been 
opposing in many discussions in such areas a8 eugenics, patterns of 
cducatlon, and the law of abortion. Then I reread the sentence that 
you quoted in context, and I reallrcd I used a particularly lnfellcl- 
tous phrase in talking about %ereQto reflect the emotional. involve- 
ment". The term “mcrelyn was not intended to mlnlmlsc the importance 
of the cmotlonal lnvolvcment of mature human beings with infants and 
fetuses. And the last thing in the world that I ed wish to suggest 
18 the lmpoliltlon on someone tlsa of what their feelings ought to be 
with resptct to an unborn child. 
is "allvt". 

Ror do I question that an unborn child 

As you well know, homcver, there are many unfortunate circumstances where 
the fecllngs and lrratlonal purposes, and the social and legal responsl- 
bllitlcs of a woman may be in trtcnsc conflict. In an extremely strcssf+al 
situation, the emotional. relatlonshlp of a pregnant woman to her pros- 
pective child may be qultt dlffcrcnt from that which ought to attend any 
pregnancy, and it 1s in these clrcumatancts that I feel the ultimate de- 
cision should be in the hands of one single person, the mother herself. 
The eommunlty is perhaps not ready to accept quite such a dtgrec of lndl- 
v&dual dtclslon, but thtrc dots stem to be now substantial support for 
lcgltlmitlng abortion when there 1s also contributory evidence bearing on 
the future health of the woman facing the responslbflltlcs of motherhood. 
It la just in these circumstances that I would sptak for tolerance and 
compassion for a medical solution to the problem of an lnapprapriatc preg- 
nancy . Besides the welfare of the woman, I would also place great stress 
on the right of any born child to bt wanted and to find a home in which 
the mental repose as31 as the physical comfort of his swrpondlngs 
will allow for his best chance at happy development. 
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Under the best of circumstances an abortion is such a distressing experience 
that I hardly stc how any law can be characterfeed as "encouraging abortion". 
I do favor the extension of laws which pcmit abortion to be conducted in a 
smileally secure environment to take the place of the very prevalent occur- 
rence of bootlegged abortions, as now eccur, and to give a bettcr chance for 
the mental and physical health of the women who find this choice the better 
of a set of unhappy alternatives. I scarcely btlldlc that it would encourage 
amoral bthavlor to insist on the prospect of facing an abortion as the penalty 
of a contraceptive lndlscretlon. 

f would rather point to positive moral teaching, and in this I would inUudt 
the frankest and ntost open-minded discussion of the slgnlflcance of stx and 
love in huxtan rclatloashlps as the only conceivable way to counter the trtnd 
you wrltt about. 

Sincertly yours, 

Joshua Ledtrberg 
Rofessor of Gcnctics 

P.S. In reviewing this lttter I realist I should amplify the dlstlnctlon 
betvccn being "alive" and being a *'h-n being". But I can hardly do more 
than polat out that every one of your lsolattd tissues is certainly alive, 
and that VQ are constantly shedding living cells wl6hout giving very much 
thought about it. On the othtr hand, 1 do not me any way in vhlch a 
sclentlflcally absolute answclr can be given to how to define a human being. 
This lo what I meant when I sqgeated thet such a definition is 6 matter of 
emotion rather than of selencc. 


